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PLANNING DIVISION
INITIAL STUDY

City of Banning

Planning Division
Initial Study

DIJL Properties, LLC
Zoning Change; New Construction

Project Description and Location:

This project proposes to change the zoning from General Commercial to Business Park and to construct a 146,890
square foot industrial/warehouse as an expansion of the existing businesses at 1879 W. Lincoln Street. This
project includes the parcels: 538-230-014; 538-220-002; 538-220-003; 538-220-004; 540-180-041; 540-180-042;
540-180-043; 540-180-044; 540-180-045. '
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2034 North Peck Road
South El Monte, CA 91733

Reviewed by:




Project Title: DJL Properties, LLC, Zoning Change and new construction

Lead agency name and address: City of Banning, Community Development Department
99 E. Ramsey Street, Banning, CA 92220

Contact person and phone number: Patty Nevins, Community Development Director
(951)922-3160

Project location: Mailing Address is 1879 W. Lincoln Street, Banning, CA 92220, for parcel numbers
538-230-014; 538-220-002; 538-220-003; 538-220-004; 540-180-041; 540-180-042; 540-180-043;
540-180-044; 540-180-045

Project sponsor’s name and address: Jose Jacquez; DJL Properties, LLC
2034 North Peck Road, South El Monte, CA 91733

General plan designation: The current land use designation of the project site is General Commercial
Zoning: Same as the General Plan, General Commercial

Description of project: One phase of the project consists of changing the zoning of the parcels listed above
from General Commercial to Business Park, to be consistent with the historical and current use of industrial
and manufacturing. Historically there has been door and window manufacturing onsite approved by the City
of Banning Planning Department. The current use is a retail business, The Rowdy Rose; general
warehousing; and Lawrence Equipment, Inc. which is a manufacturer of bakery equipment.

The zone change is consistent with the current and historic use of the project site, and is also consistent with
the surrounding zoning and uses. The mixed use of commercial, industrial, business park is generally used as
a buffer to residential areas. The proposed project is such a buffer between the residential uses south of
Lincoln Street and the railroad and Interstate 10 to the North of the proposed project.

To the East of the proposed project is one parcel of General Commercial, currently used for cattle grazing,
and further east are several industrial parcels and another General Commercial that abuts Eighth Street.

Directly south of the new construction proposed in the project are parcels zoned Business Park and extend
East to Eighth Street south of Lincoln Avenue.

Directly south of the central part of the proposed project is six parcels zoned Very Low Density Residential.

To the west of the proposed project to 22nd Street and north of Lincoln Avenue the parcels are zoned
General Commercial and Low Density Residential. And Low Density Residential south of Lincoln Street.
The second phase of the project the applicant proposes to construct an industrial warehousing building on
parcels 540-180-041; 540-180-042; 540-180-043; 540-180-044; 540-180-045. This will allow the applicant to
expand their manufacturing ability and to hire additional employees.
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CURRENT ZONING MAP
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Future Construction
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Initial Study for the City of Banning
Lawrence Equipment Project Page 5

Figure 3 - Site Plan
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Future Construction Elevations
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Aerial View
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View from the South
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View from the North
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View from the West




9. Surrounding land uses and setting: Briefly describe the project’s surroundings:

South, Very Low Density Residential, Business Park and vacant land;




West, General Commercial, Low Density Residential and vacant land;

West Surrounding




10 and Commercial beyond.

gt # =

North, Santa Fe Pacific Railway, then Interstate

e




10. Other public agencies whose approval is required (e.g., permits, financing approval, or participation
agreement.)

Colorado River Basin Regional Water Quality Control Board, Stormwater Pollution Protection Plan
City of Banning, Business Registration

City of Banning, Building & Safety

City of Banning, Fire Protection

City of Banning, Planning Department

Riverside County Health, Hazardous Materials Business Emergency Plan

Riverside County Fire, Hazardous Waste Generator Permit

g ol @ B B o e

Riverside County Fire, Hazardous Materials Permit




ENVIRONMENTAL FACTORS POTENTIALLY AFFECTED:
The environmental factors checked below would be potentially affected by this project, involving at least one
impact that is a “Potentially Significant Impact™ as indicated by the checklist on the following pages.

Agriculture and Forestry

[x] Aesthetics O S r— [ Air Quality

[] Biological Resources B4 Ciltiral Restnees [] Geology/Soils

0 Sgg;?;);:sse Gas 0 Hazards & Hazardous Materials [] Hydrology/Water Quality

[J Land Use/Planning O e e & Noise

(] Population/Housing [l dloaio . [0 Recreation

B Transportation/Traffic (] MulitiEs/Servics Bysteins [] Mandatory Findings of Significance

DETERMINATION: (To be completed by the Lead Agency)

On the basis of this initial evaluation:

I find that the proposed project COULD NOT have a significant effect on the environment, and a NEGATIVE
0 DECLARATION will be prepared.

I find that although the proposed project could have a significant effect on the environment, there will
not be a significant effect in this case because revisions in the project have been made by or agreed to by
the project proponent. A MITIGATED NEGATIVE DECLARATION will be prepared.

0 [ find that the proposed project MAY have a significant effect on the environment, and an ENVIRONMENTAL
IMPACT REPORT is required.

I find that the proposed project MAY have a “potentially significant impact” or “potentially significant unless

0 mitigated” impact on the environment, but at least one effect 1) has been adequately analyzed in an earlier
document pursuant to applicable legal standards, and 2) has been addressed by mitigation measures based on the
earlier analysis as described on attached sheets, An ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACT REPORT is required, but it
must analyze only the effects that remain to be addressed.

[ find that although the proposed project could have a significant effect on the environment, because all potentially
O significant effects (a) have been analyzed adequately in an earlier EIR or NEGATIVE DECLARATION pursuant to
applicable standards, and (b) have been avoided or mitigated pursuant to that earlier EIR or NEGATIVE
ECLARATION. including revisions or mitigation measures that are imposed upon the proposed project, nothing
rtl quired.

e - =
]‘i@ﬁature ate '

Signature Date




EVALUATION OF ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACTS:

1)

2)

4)

3)

6)

7

8)

9)

A brief explanation is required for all answers except “No Impact” answers that are adequately supported by the
information sources a lead agency cites in the parentheses following each question. A “No Impact” answer is
adequately supported if the referenced information sources show that the impact simply does not apply to projects
like the one involved (e.g., the project falls outside a fault rupture zone). A “No Impact” answer should be explained
where it is based on project-specific factors as well as general standards (e.g., the project will not expose sensitive
receptors to pollutants, based on a project-specific screening analysis).

All answers must take account of the whole action involved, including off-site as well as on-site, cumulative as well
as project-level, indirect as well as direct, and construction as well as operational impacts.

Once the lead agency has determined that a particular physical impact may occur, then the checklist answers must
indicate whether the impact is potentially significant, less than significant with mitigation, or less than significant.
“Potentially Significant Impact” is appropriate if there is substantial evidence that an effect may be significant. If
there are one or more “Potentially Significant Impact” entries when the determination is made, an EIR is required.

“Negative Declaration: Less Than Significant With Mitigation Incorporated” applies where the incorporation of
mitigation measures has reduced an effect from “Potentially Significant Impact” to a “Less Than Significant Impact.”
The lead agency must describe the mitigation measures, and briefly explain how they reduce the effect to a less than
significant level (mitigation measures from “Earlier Analyses,” as described in (5) below, may be cross- referenced).

Earlier analyses may be used where, pursuant to the tiering, program EIR, or other CEQA process, an effect has been
adequately analyzed in an earlier EIR or negative declaration. Section 15063(c)(3)(D). In this case, a brief discussion
should identify the following:

a) Earlier Analysis Used. Identify and state where they are available for review.

b) Impacts Adequately Addressed. Identify which effects from the above checklist were within the scope of and
adequately analyzed in an earlier document pursuant to applicable legal standards, and state whether such effects
were addressed by mitigation measures based on the earlier analysis.

c) Mitigation Measures. For effects that are “Less than Significant with Mitigation Measures Incorporated,”
describe the mitigation measures which were incorporated or refined from the earlier document and the extent to
which they address site-specific conditions for the project.

Lead agencies are encouraged to incorporate into the checklist references to information sources for potential impacts

(e.g., general plans, zoning ordinances). Reference to a previously prepared or outside document should, where

appropriate, include a reference to the page or pages where the statement is substantiated.

Supporting Information Sources: A source list should be attached, and other sources used or individuals contacted
should be cited in the discussion.

This is only a suggested form, and lead agencies are free to use different formats; however, lead agencies should
normally address the questions from this checklist that are relevant to a project’s environmental effects in whatever
format is selected.

The explanation of each issue should identify:

a) the significance criteria or threshold, if any, used to evaluate each question; and
b) the mitigation measure identified, if any, to reduce the impact to less than significance




Less Than

Potentially Significant with Less than
[. AESTHETICS. Significant Mitigation Significant No
Would the project: [mpact Incorporated Impact Impact
a) Have a substantial adverse effect on a scenic vista?
0 O O
b) Substantially damage scenic resources, including, but not limited to,
trees, rock outcroppings, and historic buildings within a state scenic 0 0 U
highway?
c¢) Substantially degrade the existing visual character or quality of the
; g 5 X
site and its surroundings? L U
d) Create a new source of substantial light or glare which would
adversely affect day or nighttime views in the area? O O O

[E]

The proposed project of constructing a new industrial/warehouse building of 146,890 square feet is
consistent with the current use. The project site is relatively flat. The San Jacinto Mountains rise steeply
southeast of the project site. The San Bernardino Mountains rise steeply from the north side of the San
Gorgonio Pass about two miles north of the site. The Little San Bernardino Mountains are also visible to the
east. Two of the highest peaks in southern California bracket the project site: San Gorgonio Mountain in the
San Bernardino Mountains, the highest point in southern California at 11,503 feet, is about 6.5 miles north of
the site and visible from nearly the whole site. San Jacinto Peak in the San Jacinto Mountains, 10,834 feet, is
about 6.6 miles southeast of the site. The City of Banning Municipal Code addresses construction height
limits to protect scenic vistas.! The proposed project will have a less than significant impact on a scenic vista.

b-c
The proposed project of constructing a new industrial/warehouse building of 146,890 square feet is
consistent with the current use. The proposed project will not damage any scenic resources. The proposed
project site does not contain any trees or rock outcroppings and Lincoln Street is not designated a State
Scenic Highway.2 The proposed project will not degrade the existing visual character or quality of the site or
its surroundings. There is no impact on scenic resources or visuat character from the project.

d

The proposed project of constructing a new industrial/warehouse building of 146,890 square feet is consistent
with the current use of adjacent parcels. Lighting will be in compliance with the City of Banning Municipal
Code.3 The impact of light and glare is less than significant.

1. City of Banning Municipal Code Chapter 17.12 (Commercial and Indusirial Districts), Section 17.12.030 (Development Standards)
2. http/fwww dot ca govihq/Land Arch/16_livability/sceme_highways/
3. City of Banning Municipal Code Chapter 17.12 (Commercial and Industrial Districts), Section 17.12.170 (Lighting)



II. AGRICULTURE AND FORESTRY RESOURCES.

In determining whether impacts to agricultural resources are
significant environmental effects, lead agencies may refer to the
California Agricultural Land Evaluation and Site Assessment Model
(1997) prepared by the California Dept. of Conservation as an
optional model to use in assessing impacts on agriculture and
farmland. In determining whether impacts to forest resources,
including timberland, are significant environmental effects, lead
agencies may refer to information compiled by the California
Department of Forestry and Fire Protection regarding the State’s
inventory of forest land, including the Forest and Range Assessment

Project and the Forest Legacy Assessment project; and forest carbon Potentially Sigi?ts‘isc;r[-llltn»r\lfith Less than
measurement methodology provided in Forest Protocols adopted by Significant Mitigation Significant No
the California Air Resources Board. Would the project: Impact Incorporated Impact Impact
a) Convert Prime Farmland, Unique Farmland, or Farmland of
Statewide Importance (Farmland), as shown on the maps prepared
pursuant to the Farmland Mapping and Monitoring Program of the U O O
California Resources Agency, to non-agricultural use?
b) Conflict with existing zoning for agricultural use, or a Williamson
=] =] ?
Act contract? O 0 O X
¢) Conflict with existing zoning for, or cause rezoning of, forest land
(as defined in Public Resources Code section 12220(g)). timberland
(as defined by Public Resources Code section 4526), or timberland O] ] ]
zoned Timberland Production (as defined by Government Code
section 51104(g))?
d) Result in the loss of forest land or conversion of forest land to non-
forest use? 0 O u &

¢) Involve other changes in the existing environment which, due to
their locaticn or nature, could result in conversion of Farmland, to ] | |
non-agricultural use or conversion of forest land to non-forest use?

a-¢

The proposed project site is listed as Other Land on the Department of Conservation website mapping Prime,
Unique or Farmland of Statewide Importance.! No farmland will be converted to non-agriculture use by the
proposed project.

The proposed project site is currently zoned General Commercial and seeks to change the zone to Business
Park, and which does not conflict with any agriculture zoning or Williamson Act. The current use is
industrial and commercial, the new construction is also industrial/commercial. According to Riverside
County the proposed project site is listed as Non-Williamson Act Land, Urban and Built-Up Land.2 There
will be no loss of, or conversion of farmland or forest land to non-agriculture use. There is no conflict of
zoning. There is no impact on agriculture or forestry resources by the proposed project.

1

2,

fip //ftp consrv.ca.gov/pub/dirp/FMMP/pdf/2016/nv16_wpdf  Important Farmland 2016 Sheet | of 3
http:/fwww.conservation ca.gov/dirp/lca  Riverside County FY 2015-2016 Sheet 1 of 3



III. AIR QUALITY

Where available, the significance criteria established by the
applicable air quality management or air pollution control district
may be relied upon to make the following determinations. Would
the project:

a) Conflict with or obstruct implementation of the applicable air quality
plan?
b) Violate any air quality standard or contribute substantially to an

existing or projected air quality violation?

c¢) Result in a cumulatively considerable net increase of any criteria
pollutant for which the project region is non-attainment under an
applicable federal or state ambient air quality standard (including
releasing emissions which exceed quantitative thresholds for ozone
precursors)?

d) Expose sensitive receptors o substantial pollutant concentrations?
e) Create objectionable odors affecting a substantial number of people?

a-c
Construction Phase

Potentially
Significant
Impact

O

O

Less Than
Significant with
Mitigation
Incorporated

[

O

Less than
Significant No
Impact Impact

O
O
O
O
O

The Sample Construction Scenarios for Localized Significant Thresholds (LST) on the South Coast AQMD
website was utilized on September 12, 2017 for Appendix B, a Five Acre Site Example.! The lbs/day of all
pollutants is well below the LST. Chart IlI-1 is the summary from Caleemod for the construction phase.2 The
prevailing wind is from the southeast to the northwest.? The project will not conflict with nor obstruct
implementation of the applicable air quality plan. The impact on air quality is less than significant during the

construction.
Chart ITI-1 Peak Daily Construction Emissions (Ib/day) MT/yr
ROG NOX L eo) 502 PMI10 PM2.5 CO2e

Peak Daily Total 39112 345782 | 27.7123 0.0639 18.4713 6.0708 721.9183
Current Emissions 4.8923 6.8678 12.5445 0.0424 1.3457 0.4754 1413.06
Total 8.8035 41.446 40.2568 0.1063 19.817 6.5462 2134.9783
SCAQMD Threshold 75 100 550 150 150 55 10,000
Exceed Significance no no no no no no no

1. see appendix A for LST worksheets obtained from SCAQMD at http /iwww aqmd gov/home/regulations/ceqa/air-quality -analysis-handboak/localized-si gnificance-threshol ds
3

2. see appendix B for construction summary sheet from Caleemod 2016.3

3. see appendix C for wind rose obtained from Towa state University Web site at http://mesonet.agron iastate edu/sites/site. php?stanon=BUO&network=CA_ASOS




I11. AIR QUALITY (continued)

a-¢ (continued)
Operating Phase

One phase of the proposed project involves a zoning change of existing industrial buildings. There is no
impact from this phase. The second phase of the proposed project involves the construction of an additional
industrial building of 146,890 sq.ft. The emissions from the current industrial operations were compared to
the future operational emissions with the new building included and found to be less than significant.! (see
chart I11-2 and I1I-3) The project will not conflict with an air quality plan; will not violate any air quality
standard; and will not produce a net increase of any criteria pollutant.

Chart I11-2 Current Peak Daily Operational Emissions (Ib/day) MT/yr
ROG NOX co SO2 PM10 PM2.5 €Oe
Peak Daily Total 4.8923 6.8678 12.5445 0.0424 1.3457 0.4754 1413.06
SCAQMD Threshold 75 100 550 150 150 55 10,000
Exceed Significance no no no no no no no
Chart I11-3 Future Peak Daily Operational Emissions (Ib/day) MT/yr
ROG NOX CO SO2 PM10 PM2.5 CO2e
Peak Daily Total 92179 13.9109 25.9421 0.0894 2.2522 0.8712 2995.014
SCAQMD Threshold 75 100 550 150 150 55 10,000
Exceed Significance no no no no no no no

d

See a-c above. The closest sensitive receptor is 1575 feet north with the SFPP Railway and Interstate 10
between the project site and the sensitive receptors. The prevailing wind is from the northwest to the
southeast.2 The impact of substantial pollutant concentrations to sensitive receptors is less than significant.

The proposed project is in CalEnviroSereen census tract 6065044300. The prevailing wind, from southwest
to northeast will effect census tract 6065044101 and this census tract has a population of 2973. The majority
of the zoning in this tract is Highway Commercial. The number of homes within 1/4 mile radius of the
proposed project site is 66. The Ibs/day of all pollutants is well below the LST.3 The facility does not
generate odors, and does not use chemicals that generate odors. The long-term operations of the proposed
project will keep any industrial activity of the warehouse indoors. The impact of objectionable odors to a
substantial number of people is less than significant.

1. see appendix D for Current Operational summary sheets and appendix E for future operational summary sheets from Caleemod 2016.3 3
2. see appendix C for wind rose obtained from lowa state University Web site at http://mesonet agron iastate edu/sites/site php?staion=BUQ&netwark=CA_ASOS

3. see appendix A for LST worksheets obtained from SCAQMD at http://www.aqmd gov/home/regulatons/ceqa/air-quality-analysis-handbook/localized-significance-threshol ds




III. AIR QUALITY

Where available, the significance criteria established by the
applicable air quality management or air pollution control district
may be relied upon to make the following determinations. Would
the project:

a) Conflict with or obstruct implementation of the applicable air
quality plan?

b) Violate any air quality standard or contribute substantially to an
existing or projected air quality violation?

¢) Result in a cumulatively considerable net increase of any criteria
pollutant for which the project region is non-attainment under an
applicable federal or state ambient air quality standard (including
releasing emissions which exceed quantitative thresholds for
ozone precursors)?

d) Expose sensitive receptors to substantial pollutant concentrations?

e} Create objectionable odors affecting a substantial number of
people?
a-c
Construction Phase

Less Than
Significant with
Mitigation

Potentially
Significant

Impact Incorporated
[ g
[ [
U [
B 0
O O

RECEIVED 0CT 01 2018

Less than
Significant
Impact

No
Impact

U

]

The most recent version of the CalEEMod model (Version 2016.3.2) was used to calculate the
construction emissions for the proposed project, as summarized below. The emissions rates shown
are from the CalEEMod output tables.! As shown in table B below, construction equipment/vehicle
emissions of ROG and NOX would not exceed the SCAQMD emission thresholds during project
construction. The impact on air quality is less than significant during the construction.

Construction Peak Daily Operational Emissions (Ib/day) Unmitigated Mitigated

Year | Phase ROG NOx CcO SO PMio PMs s PMio PM: s
2018 | Demolition 3.8332 [ 38.4856 | 23.3044 | 0.0415 | 2.2282 | 1.8766 | 2.1917 | 1.8719
2019 | Demolition 3.6174 | 359320 | 22.9571 | 0.0414 [ 2.0969 | 1.7444 | 2.0658 | 1.7397
2019 | Site Preparation 4.4572 1 45.6610 | 23.1217 | 0.0409 |20.7296 | 12.2036 ] 10.7932| 6.7417
2019 | Grading 2.6823 | 284216 | 17.1756 | 0.0320 | 8.1772 | 4.7145 | 4.5734 | 2.8624
2019 | Building Construction | 3.5116 | 28.2514 | 26.7096 | 0.0635 | 3.7721 | 1.9221 | 3.7721 | 1.9221
2020 | Building Construction | 3.1681 | 25.7158 | 25.5285 | 0.0627 | 3.5842 | 1.7453 | 3.5842 | 1.7453
2020 | Paving 1.8531 | 14.1312 | 15.4552 | 0.0251 0.9803 [ 0.7540 § 0.9803 | 0.7540
2020 | Coatings 70.9227 | 1.8021 | 3.2770 [7.12E-03| 0.5204 | 0.2215 | 0.5204 | 0.2215
Peak Daily Total 70.9227 [ 45.6010 | 26.7096 | 0.0635 | 20.7296 | 12.2036 | 10.7932| 6.7417
SCAQMD Threshold 75 100 550 150 150 55 150 55

Local Significance Threshold — 236 2,817 — 21 11 21 11

Exceed Significance no no no no no no no no

I. Air Quality Impact Study. Environmental Regulatory Compliance. LLC, September 2018



[T1. AIR QUALITY (continued)

a-c¢ (continued)
Operating Phase
One phase of the proposed project involves a zoning change of existing industrial buildings. There is
no impact on air quality from this phase. The second phase of the proposed project involves the
construction of an additional industrial building of 146,890 sq.ft.
The most recent version of the CalEEMod model (Version 2016.3.2) was used to calculate the
construction emissions for the proposed project, as summarized below. The emissions rates shown
are from the CalEEMod output tables.! As shown in the table below, future daily operations would
not exceed the SCAQMD emission thresholds. The impact on air quality is less than significant

during operations. The project will not conflict with an air quality plan; will not violate any air
quality standard; and will not produce a net increase of any criteria pollutant.

2020 Peak Daily Operational Emissions (1b/day)

ROG NOX CO SO2 PM10 PM2.5
Onsite Area 3.3598 3.00E-04 0.0330 0.000 1.20E-04 1.20E-04
Onsite Energy 0.0749 0.6810 0.5721 4.09E-03 0.0518 0.0518
Offsite mobile 0.9650 5.1987 15.1814 0.0531 4.3025 1.1860
Peak Daily Total 4.3997 5.8800 15.7865 0.0572 4.3544 1.2379
SCAQMD Threshold 75 100 550 150 150 55
Exceed Significance no no no no no no

d
See a-c above. The closest sensitive receptor is 1575 feet north with the SFPP Railway and Interstate
10 between the project site and the sensitive receptors. The prevailing wind is from the northwest to
the southeast.2 The impact of substantial pollutant concentrations to sensitive receptors is less than
significant.

1. Air Quality Impact Study. Environmental Regulatory Compliance. LLC, September 2018
2. see appendix C for wind rose obtained from lowa state University Web site at http://mesonet.agron.iastate.edu/sites/site.php?
station=BUO&network=CA_ASOS



The proposed project is in CalEnviroScreen census tract 6065044300. The prevailing wind, from
southwest to northeast will effect census tract 6065044101 and this census tract has a population of
2973. The majority of the zoning in this tract is Highway Commercial. The number of homes within
1/4 mile radius of the proposed project site is 66.

As shown in the table below the Ibs/day of all pollutants is well below the LST.! The facility does
not generate odors, and does not use chemicals that generate odors. The long-term operations of the
proposed project will keep any industrial activity of the warehouse indoors. The impact of
objectionable odors to a substantial number of people is less than significant.

Summary of Operational Localized Significance (2020 Operational)

NOx cO PMio PMzs
Peak Daily 5.8800 15.7865 4.3544 1.2379
Emissions
LST Thresholds 236 2,817 6 3
Significant No No No No
Emissions

Air Quality Impact Study. Environmental Regulatory Compliance, LLC, September 2018




Less Than

. Potentially Significant with Less than
IV. BIOLOGICAL RESOURCES: Significant Mitigation Significant No
Would the project: Impact Incorporated Impact Impact

a) Have a substantial adverse effect, either directly or through habitat
modifications, on any species identified as a candidate, sensitive, or
special status species in local or regional plans, policies, or O | 0
regulations, or by the California Department of Fish and Game or
U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service?

b) Have a substantial adverse effect on any riparian habitat or other
sensitive natural community identified in local or regional plans, ]
X
policies, regulations or by the California Department of Fish and O O O X
Game or US Fish and Wildlife Service?

c) Have a substantial adverse effect on federally protected wetlands as
defined by Section 404 of the Clean Water Act (including, but not
limited to, marsh, vernal pool, coastal, etc.) through direct removal, 0 O O]
filling, hydrological interruption, or other means?

d) Interfere substantially with the movement of any native resident or
migratory fish or wildlife species or with established native resident
or migratory wildlife corridors, or impede the use of native wildlife O O O
nursery sites?

) Conflict with any local policies or ordinances protecting biological

resources, such as a tree preservation policy or ordinance? O ] X O
) Conflict with the provisions of an adopted Habitat Conservation
Plan, Natural Community Conservation Plan, or other approved | O O]
local, regional, or state habitat conservation plan?
a-d

The Western Riverside County Multiple Species Habitat Conservation Plan (MSHCP) provides for special
species surveys for covered species that do not fit well into design of criteria areas and expected locations of
habitat reserves. The Banning planning area falls within the special survey areas for three of these species.
They are the Yucaipa Onion, the Burrowing Owl, and the Los Angeles Pocket Mouse. The proposed project
site is not located within any of these three special survey areas.! The proposed project site has been
developed and previously contained four houses. It is bounded on the north by a major Railroad and
Interstate 10.

Sensitive natural communities are natural communities that are considered rare in the region by regulatory
agencies, that are known to provide habitat for sensitive animal or plant species, or that are known to be
important wildlife corridors.2 Riparian habitats are those occurring along the banks of rivers and streams.
The western property line borders the Montgomery Creek for 541 feet. Montgomery Creek is ephemeral and
stays dry most of the time, therefore, there is little to no riparian habitat along the creek bed. The closest
construction to the Montgomery Creek will be 959 feet to the east and will not have an adverse affect on
Montgomery Creek. The proposed project site is not identified as being in or near any riparian habitat or
other sensitive natural community.3

Wetlands are defined under the federal Clean Water Act as land that is flooded or saturated by surface water
or groundwater at a frequency and duration sufficient to support, and that normally does support, a
prevalence of vegetation adapted to life in saturated soils. Wetlands include areas such as swamps, marshes,
and bogs. The proposed project site is not listed as a federally protected wetland.4 Further the proposed
project construction is more than 900 feet from the Montgomery Creek and will not involve filling or
removal of creek material.

The proposed project site is not located in a critical area nor a special linkage area as set forth in the MSHCP.
There is no impact on the movement, migration, or impede the use of a nurse site of any native resident or
wildlife.5 The proposed project site has contained houses, is bounded on the north by a major Railroad and
Interstate 10. There will be no impact on biological resources during construction or operation.

1. City of Banning General Plan Chapter I'V Exhibit IV-3, IV-4 and IV-5

2. City of Banning General Plan Chapter IV, Biologic Resources Element

3. https:/Awwaw. fvs. goviwetl ands/Data/Web-| Map Services hrml accessed September 9, 2017
4. hrps://watersgeo.epa gov/watershedreport/?comid=225916

5. City of Banning General Plan Chapter IV Exhibit V-2



[V. BIOLOGICAL RESOURCES: (continued)

¢
Current site conditions of the proposed new warehouse construction consists of three single family
residences that have been removed. There are typical trees around these residences that will be removed for
the construction of the new 146,890 sq. ft. industrial/warehouse building. The proposed project will include
the required typical landscaping and be in compliance with the City of Banning Municipal Code.! The impact
is less than significant.

f
The proposed project site is not located within an MSHCP Conservation Area, and is not in conflict with any
conservation plan.2 There is no impact on habitat conservation during construction or operation.

1. City of Banning Municipal Code Chapter 17.32 Landscaping Standards
2. Westem Riverside County Multiple Species Habitat Conservation Plan Section 3.2; http-//retlma.org/Portals/0/mshep/volume/sec3 himl#3.2



Less Than

Potentially Significant with Less than
V. CULTURAL RESOURCES Significant Mitigation Significant No
Would the project: [mpact Incorporated Impact Impact
a) Cause a substantial adverse change in the significance of a historical
resource as defined in § 15064.57 U O U
: bstanti / change in the significs
b) Cause asu stan ial adverse change in the sngr{n{ cance of an = n 0
archaeological resource pursuant to § 15064.57
¢) Directly or indirectly destroy a unique paleontological resource or
) : Y . Y _ Y i que p 8 N O] |
site or unique geclogic feature?
d) Disturb any human remains, including those interred outside of
) : ¢ O 0] O

formal cemeteries?

a

Historical resources are recognized as part of the environment under CEQA (PRC Section 21084.1). The
California Register is an authoritative guide to the State's historical resources and to which properties are
considered significant for purposes of CEQA.

The California Register includes resources listed in or formally determined eligible for listing in the National
Register of Historic Places, as well as some California State Landmarks and Points of Historical Interest.
Properties of local significance that have been designated under a local preservation ordinance (local
landmarks or landmark districts) or that have been identified in a local historical resources inventory may be
eligible for listing in the California Register and are presumed to be significant resources for purposes of
CEQA unless a preponderance of evidence indicates otherwise (PRC Section 5024.1, 14 CCR § 4850).

Resources eligible for listing include buildings, sites, structures, objects, or historic districts that retain
historic integrity and are historically significant at the local, state or national level under one or more of the
following four criteria per CEQA Guidelines Section15064.5. (3):

A) Is associated with events that have made a significant contribution to the broad patterns of
California’s history and cultural heritage.

B) Is associated with the lives of persons important to our past;

C) Embodies the distinctive characteristics of a type, period, region, or method of construction, or
represents the work of an important creative individual, or possesses high artistic values; or

D) Has yielded, may be likely to yield, information important in prehistory or history.

The proposed project site is now vacant land. Four homes have been built along Lincoln Street in the past.
These homes were built in 1946, 1947 and 1979. No structures and no portion of the properties are listed on
the National Register of Historic Places, as a State Landmark, on the California State Register or as a Point of
Interest. There is no impact on historic resources from the proposed project.!

b
The area that includes the proposed project has been identified as having a low sensitivity for archaeological
resources in the City of Banning General Plan.2 Of the seven parcels that will be used for the construction of
the 146,890 sq. ft. warehouse/industrial building, four have had prior development.The impact on
archeological resources is less than significant during construction and operation.

c
There are no unique geologic features onsite. The topography is flat with no rock outcroppings. No impacts
to unique geologic features would occur during construction or operations.

L. http:#fohp parks.ca gov/ListedResources/?view=county&criteria=33
2. City of Banning General Plan Chapter [V Exhibit V-6



V. CULTURAL RESOURCES (continued)
d

California Health and Safety Code Section 7050.5, CEQA Section 15064.5, and Public Resources Code
Section 5097.98 mandate the process to be followed in the event of an accidental discovery of any human
remains in a location other than a dedicated cemetery. Specifically, California Health and Safety Code
Section 7050.5 requires that, if human remains are discovered in a project site, disturbance of the site shall
halt until the coroner has conducted an investigation into the circumstances, manner, and cause of any death,
and the recommendations concerning the treatment and disposition of the human remains have been made to
the person responsible for the excavation, or to his or her authorized representative, in the manner provided
in Section 5097.98 of the Public Resources Code. If the coroner determines that the remains are not subject
to his or her authority and if the coroner recognizes or has reason to believe that the human remains are those
of a Native American, he or she shall contact the Native American Heritage Commission by telephone within
24 hours. Although soil-disturbing activities associated with construction of a 146,890 sq. fi. industrial/
warehouse building could result in the discovery of human remains, compliance with existing law would
ensure that significant impacts to human remains would not occur.




Less Than

Potentially Significant with Less than
VI. GEOLOGY AND SOILS Significant Mitigation Significant No
Would the project: [mpact [ncorporated [mpact [mpact
a) Expose people or structures to potential substantial adverse effects,
Ol u O

including the risk of loss, injury, or death involving:

i) Rupture of a known earthquake fault, as delineated on the most
recent Alquist-Priolo Earthquake Fault Zoning Map issued by

the State Geologist for the area or based on other substantial OJ O 0
evidence of a known fault? Refer to Division of Mines and
Geology Special Publication 42.
ii) Strong seismic ground shaking? O] X
= = D l:‘
iii) Seismic-related ground failure, including liquefaction? 0
° ® O O
iv) Landslides? n 0 0
b) Result in substantial soil erosion or the loss of topsoil? 0
d O
¢) Be located on a geologic unit or soil that is unstable, or that would
become unstable as a result of the project, and potentially result in -
on or off-site landslide, lateral spreading. subsidence, liquefaction O O
or collapse?
d) Be located on expansive soil, as defined in Table 18-1-B of the
Uniform Building Cade (1994), creating substantial risks to life or O J ] ]
property?
e) Have soils incapable of adequately supporting the use of septic tanks n 0
or alternative waste water disposal systems where sewers are not O

available for the disposal of waste water?

a

The majority of injuries and loss of life related to earthquakes are typically linked to the collapse of
buildings and structures. While preventing the occurrence of an earthquake is not feasible, their
destructive effects can be minimized through comprehensive hazard mitigation measures that include
the identification and mapping of potential hazards, sensible planning, strict implementation of
building codes, and the retrofitting and rehabilitation of weak structures. All construction will be
completed using the most up-to-date research available to consultants, engineers and the City to
mitigate any risk to less than significant.!
i

Based on the Riverside County Land [nformation System, the site is not located within an Alquist-Priolo

Earthquake Fault Zone, nor is it located within 1/2 mile of any fault. The San Gorgonio Pass Fault is more
than 4000 feet to the northwest.> The impact is less than significant with mitigation, see VI.a above.

| Ciry of Banmnyg General Plan Secnon V page 20
Ciry of Banning Genzral Plan Exhibit V-3

o



VI

. GEOLOGY AND SOILS (continued)

ii

The degree of Seismic Ground Shaking is primarily based on a site's proximity to an earthquake fault. The site
is not within an Alquist-Priolo Fault Zone or within 1/2 mile of any other fault zone.

Seismically induced ground shaking is the most significant potential geotechnical hazard facing the Banning
area. Given the City’s proximity of the San Andreas and San Jacinto faults, the urban core of the City has the
potential to experience very high and extremely high ground shaking values of about 50% of the force of
gravity, with a 10% chance of such a seismic event occurring in 50 years.! These are probabilistic values,
which combine all seismic sources in the area and assess the likelihood of each source to generate an
earthquake. These values are among the highest in southern California and are the result of the City’s
proximity to major fault systems with high earthquake recurrence rates. The effects of ground motion on
structures are difficult to predict, and depend on the intensity of the quake, the distance from the epicenter to
the site, the composition of soils and bedrock, building design, and other physical criteria. Based on these
factors, ground shaking may cause no, little, or major structural damage or destruction; however, in general,
peak ground accelerations and seismic intensity values decrease with increasing distance from the causative
fault. Local conditions, such as soft soils, shallow ground water, and the presence of ridge tops, could amplify
the effects of seismic waves and result in higher localized accelerations.

The Uniform Building Code, California Building Code, and Unreinforced Masonry Law are the primary tools
used by local agencies to ensure seismic safety in structures. The impact is less than significant with
mitigation, see Vl.a above.

11

Liquefaction in the proposed project site is listed as moderate in the City of Banning General Plan.2 Three
general conditions induce liquefaction. One condition is strong ground shaking of relatively long period.
Another condition is the presence of unconsolidated granular sediments. A third condition is the occurrence
of water-saturated sediments within 50 feet of the ground surface. Because the alluvium that underlies the
Banning areas is coarsely granular and percolates well, the water table is not within 50 feet of the ground
surface. However, in the past, shallow groundwater was detected on the southernmost part of the valley
before water pumping activity. The impact is less than significant with mitigation, see V1.a above.

iv

Based on a field review and USGS topographic maps, the site is relatively flat. The adjacent topography is
also relatively flat. There are no slopes that would create a risk on or off site due to landslides. The proposed
project site is not located in an area potentially prone to landslides.? Therefore, the Project is forecast to have
no impact with respect to landslides.

b

Based on a field review and USGS topographic maps, the project site is a flat area that will be built as an
industrial/warehouse building using the NPDES requirements and the guidelines in the City of Banning
Municipal Code.? No loss of topsoil or erosion will occur during or after construction. There is no impact on
soil erosion from the proposed project.

[ ]

Liquefaction in the proposed project site is listed as moderate in the City of Banning General Plan.5 Three
general conditions induce liquefaction. One condition is strong ground shaking of relatively long period.
Another condition is the presence of unconsolidated granular sediments. A third condition is the occurrence
of water-saturated sediments within 50 feet of the ground surface. Because the alluvium that underlies the
Banning areas is coarsely granular and percolates well, the water table is not within 50 feet of the ground
surface. However, in the past, shallow groundwater was detected on the southernmost part of the valley
before water pumping activity. The impact is less than significant with mitigation, see VI.a above.

e b —

City of Banning General Plan Chapter V Page V-16
City of Banning General Plan Chapter V Exhubit V-4

. City of Banning General Plan Chapter V Exhibit V-2

City of Banning Municipal Code Chapters 15 and 17
City of Banning General Plan Chapter V Exhibit V-4



V1. GEOLOGY AND SOILS (continued)

d
The majority of the proposed project site is Greenfield Sandy Loam and a small portion is Ramona Sandy
Loam.! Sandy Loams are stable soils that are not heavily affected by changes in moisture content, The
impact of expansive soils is less than significant.

€
The Project will have no impact with respect to septic tanks because the Project does not propose the use of a
septic tank system.

1. Soil Survey Staff, Natural Resources Conservation Service, United States Department of Agriculture. Web Soil Survey Available online at https://websoilsurvey sc.egov.usda gov/. Accessed
09/13/2017



Less Than

Potentially Significant with Less than
VII. GREENHOUSE GAS EMISSIONS Significant Mitigation Significant No
Would the project: Impact Incorporated Impact Impact
a) Generate greenhouse gas emissions, either directly or indirectly, that
may have a significant impact on the environment? O O] X 0
b) Conflict with an applicable plan, policy or regulation adopted for the 0 0 u

purpose of reducing the emissions of greenhouse gases?

a-b
The construction and operational greenhouse gas emissions have been calculated using Caleemod 2016.3.1
and are well below the SCAQMD threshold of 10,000 MT/year.! See charts III-1, 2 and 3 of this document.
The effect on greenhouse gas emissions from the proposed project is less than significant.

L. see appendix B, D and E for construction and operational summary sheets from Caleemod 2016.3.3 and appendix A for the LST worksheets obtained from SCAQMD at http://www.agmd govihome/
regulations/ceqa/air-quality-analysis-handbook/localized-significance-thresholds
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Less Than
VII. GREENHOUSE GAS EMISSIONS Potentially Significant with Less than
. Significant Mitigation Significant No
Would the project: Impact Incorporated Impact Impact
a) Generate greenhouse gas emissions, either directly or indirectly, (] [ ]
that may have a significant impact on the environment?
b) Conflict with an applicable plan, policy or regulation adopted for [] ] B

the purpose of reducing the emissions of greenhouse gases?

a
The construction and operational greenhouse gas emissions have been calculated using Caleemod
2016.3.1 and are well below the SCAQMD threshold of 10,000 MT/year.!
The effect on greenhouse gas emissions from the construction of the proposed project is less than
significant.

Pollutant Emissions (MT/yr)

Source Bio-CO: | NBio-CO: | Total CO; CH;, N20 COqze
Construction 2018 0.00 29.9482 29.9482 7.81E-03 0.00 30.1434
Construction 2019 0.00 695.7627 695.7627 0.0984 0.00 698.2222
Construction 2020 0.00 36.4681 36.4681 7.89E-03 0.00 36.6655
Total Operational Emissions
Area Sources 0.00 7.98E-03 7.97E-03 2.00E-05 0.00 8.5E-03
Energy Sources 0.00 135.3036 135.3036 2.59E-03 2.48E-03 136.1077
Mebile Sources 0.00 731.2006 731.2006 0.0358 0.00 732.0955
Waste Sources 32.5029 0.00 32.5029 1.9209 0.00 80.5246
Water Usage 10.773 0.00 10.7773 1.1069 0.0261 46.2395
Total Project Emissions 435.2802 866.5121 909.7924 3.0662 0.0286 994.9757

Nine intersections were analyzed for Carbon Monoxide concentrations using CALINE4
modeling 2 For the future scenario the traffic volumes include the existing, project projections
and cumulative project impacts. The current year background CO concentrations at the 24302
4th Street, San Bernardino station were used for the future year conditions. None of the
intersections analyzed would exceed either the [-hour or the 8-hour CO concentration Federal
and State standards. The proposed project would not have a significant impact on local air
quality for CO, and no mitigation measures would be required.

I Air Quality Impact Study. Environmental Regulatory Compliance, [.LC, September 2018.
2 ibid.



As indicated in the Air Quality Impact Analysis!, the proposed project would not exceed
SCAQMD emission thresholds during either construction nor operation. The proposed project
would not conflict with an applicable plan, policy, or regulation adopted for the purpose of
reducing the emissions of GHGs. Therefore, the emissions associated with occupation and use
of the project are consistent with the General Plan projections and would not contribute to air
quality deterioration beyond current SCAQMD projections, and no mitigation is required.

! Air Quality Impact Study. Environmental Regulatory Compliance. LLC, September 2018.



Less Than

- Potentially Significant with Less than
VIII. HAZARDS AND HAZARDOUS MATERIALS Significant Mitigation Significant No
Would the project: Impact [ncorporated Impact Impact
a) Create a significant hazard to the public or the environment through 0 n 0
the routine transport, use, or disposal of hazardous materials?
b) Create a significant hazard to the public or the environment through 0O N 0
reasonably foreseeable upset and accident conditions involving the
release of hazardous materials into the environment?
¢) Emit hazardous emissions or handle hazardous or acutely hazardous 0 = O
materials, substances, or waste within one-quarter mile of an
existing or proposed school?
d) Be located on a site which is included on a list of hazardous
materials sites compiled pursuant to Government Code Section 0
65962.5 and, as a result, would it create a significant hazard to the O U
public or the environment?
e) For a project located within an airport land use plan or, where such a
lan has not been adopted, within two miles of a public airport or
B . P . il B 0] n 0
public use airport, would the project result in a safety hazard for

people residing or working in the project area?

f) For a project within the vicinity of a private airstrip, would the
project result in a safety hazard for people residing or working in O | O]
the project area?

g) Impair implementation of or physically interfere with an adopted 0 0 0
emergency response plan or emergency evacuation plan?

h) Expose people or structures to a significant risk of loss, injury or
death involving wildland fires, including where wildlands are
: i ;i iterixed i 0 O O
adjacent to urbanized areas or where residences are intermixed with
wildlands?

=

Construction

Hazardous materials such as fuels, greases, paints, and cleaning materials would be used during construction
of the proposed project. Onsite construction equipment might require routine or emergency maintenance that
could result in the release of oil, diesel fuel, transmission fluid, or other materials. The use, storage, transport,
and disposal of hazardous materials in construction would comply with existing regulations of several
agencies including the EPA, US Department of Transportation (DOT), Occupational Safety and Health
Administration (OSHA), California Division of Occupational Safety and Health (Cal/OSHA), and Riverside
County Department of Environmental Health (DEH) that is the Certified Unified Program Agency (CUPA)
for Riverside County.! Impacts of hazardous materials would be less than significant.

Operations

The proposed project’s use of hazardous materials is similar to the adjacent land use. No materials of
significant danger will be used onsite. Any that are used onsite will be listed on the Emergency Planning and
Community Right-to-Know documents. Uses of hazardous materials during project operation would be
subject to many of the same regulations as govern hazardous materials use in construction operations.
Impacts of hazardous materials would be less than significant.

The Riverside County Department of Environmental Health is the Certified Unified Program Agency (CUPA) for Riverside County the Certifiad Unified Prosram coordinates and makes consistent
enforcement of several state and federal regulanons goveming hazardous materials.



VIIIL. HAZARDS AND HAZARDOUS MATERIALS (continued)
b

Construction

Hazardous materials such as fuels, greases, paints, and cleaning materials would be used during construction
of development accommodated by the proposed project. Onsite construction equipment might require routine
or emergency maintenance that could result in the release of oil, diesel fuel, transmission fluid, or other
materials. The use, storage, transport, and disposal of hazardous materials in construction would comply with
existing regulations of several agencies including the EPA, US Department of Transportation (DOT),
Occupational Safety and Health Administration (OSHA), California Division of Occupational Safety and
Health (Cal/OSHA), and Riverside County Department of Environmental Health (DEH), the Certified
Unified Program Agency (CUPA) for Riverside County.! Impacts of hazardous materials release would be
less than significant.

Operations

Commercial and industrial land uses utilizing hazardous materials are required to prepare and submit a
Hazardous Materials Business Plan (HMBP) to the DEH. A HMBP includes an inventory of hazardous
materials used and stored onsite; a site map; an emergency plan; and a training program for employees. The
release of hazardous materials in operations would not cause significant hazards to the public or the
environment. The impact of accidental releases of hazardous materials would be less than significant.

]

The closest schools to the proposed project is Banning High School over 4200 feet to the southeast, and Mt.
Sac Community College over 5000 feet to the southwest. An elementary school is proposed adjacent to
Banning High School and approximately 4000 feet to the southeast of the proposed project, and Mt. Sac
Community College has proposed expansion to be within 3000 feet of the proposed project.2 There is no
impact from hazardous materials or emissions from the proposed project.

d
An environmental database search was conducted in August 2017. Hazardous materials sites were identified
on the project site. Environmental records were identified for three parcels of the project site, as described
below in Table VIII-1. None of the environmental records are considered “recognized environmental
conditions” for the project site.* There are no Underground Storage Tanks identified on the state database. 4
The proposed project buildout would not create a substantial hazard for the public or the environment related
to hazardous materialb sites identified in the database search The lmpact is less than significant.

Table VIII¢1 Parcels llsted on enwronmenhl datnbases ‘
|

Site Address Database Reason of Listing

Intown Properties | HAZNET HAZNET is a database of hazardous waste shipment manifests.
i 1661 W. Lincoln One manifest shipment in 1997 of unspecified solvent mixture.

| | Kelly Lawrence HAZNET | One manifest shlpment n 2013 of asbestos containing waste }
l6 7 W. meuI i ! |
Pautn, \«\rlndow | HAZNET | One manifest shipment in 2004 of hydrocarbon solvents !
1879 W. Lincoln | !
| Lawrence Equtpment HAZNET One mamfcst shlpment in 2017 of unspemﬁcd 01I~Conta|n|n° waste and
1879 W. Lincoln | | unspecified organic liquid mixture

g [
The proposed project is 1.95 miles west of the Banning Municipal Airport and is listed outside of the
compatibility zone by the Riverside County Airport Land Use Commission.3

| The Riverside County Department of Environmental Health is the Certified Unified Program Agency (CUPA) for Riverside County; the Certified Unified Program coordinates and makes consistent
enforcement of several state and federal regulations goveming hazardous materials

2 Ciry of Banning, Rancho San Gorgonio Speuﬁc Plan Figure- -5

3 Arecognized anvironmental condition is the presence ar hkeiy presence of hazardous materials or petrolzum praducts under conditions indicating an existing or past release or a matenal threat of a
release inta structures or soil or groundwater or surface water, even under conditions in compliance with laws

4. http:#/geotracker waterboards.ca. gov/imap/?CMD=runreport&myaddress=18 79+west+lincoln+street+banning®2C+ca  Accessed on 09/13/2017

5 Riverside County Land Use Commussion, Banning Municipal Airport, Map BN-1
htp:/Awww rcaluc.ore/Partals/0/06-%20Vol 25201 %20Banning®s 20Municipal pd(?ver=2016-09-19-114332-640



VIII. HAZARDS AND HAZARDOUS MATERIALS (continued)

f

h

The project site is not within the vicinity of a private airstrip. The nearest heliport to the site is at San
Gorgonio Memorial Hospital at 600 North Highland Springs Avenue in the City of Banning, about 3.3 miles
northwest of the site. Over congested areas, helicopters must maintain an altitude of at least 1,000 feet above
the highest obstacle within 2,000 feet of the aircraft, except as needed for takeoff and landing.! Project
development would not create any hazard for people living or working onsite arising from helicopters
operating to or from the above mentioned heliport, and no impact would occur.

The emergency response plan for the City of Banning is the Riverside County Emergency Operations Plan
adopted by the County Board of Supervisors in 2006. Project construction activities, and staging activities
will be kept off of city streets and rights-of-ways. Impairment to emergency access of the surrounding areas
will be less than significant.

No part of the project site site is in Very High Fire Hazard Severity Zones designated by the California
Department of Forestry and Fire Prevention.2 Project development could not result in hazards arising from
wildland fires. There is no impact by the proposed project.

1.
2,

Code of Federal Regulations Title 14 Section 91.119
http:/fwwwifire.ca.gov/fire_prevention/thsz_maps/FHSZ/riverside/Banning pdf, accessed 9/12/2017



Less Than

[X. HYDROLOGY AND WATER QUALITY Fatenbally Blgntlica with
] Significant Mitigation
Would the project: Impact Incorporated
a) Violate any water quality standards or waste discharge
¥ q ¥ g 0 ]

requirements?

b) Substantially deplete groundwater supplies or interfere substantially
with groundwater recharge such that there would be a net deficit in
aquifer volume or a lowering of the local groundwater table level
(e.g., the production rate of pre-existing nearby wells would drop to 0 O
a level which would not support existing land uses or planned uses
for which permits have been granted)?

¢) Substantially alter the existing drainage pattern of the site or area,
including through the alteration of the course of a stream or river, in
a manner which would result in substantial erosion or siltation on- O O
or off-site?

d) Substantially alter the existing drainage pattern of the site or area,
including through the alteration of the course of a stream or river, or
substantially increase the rate or amount of surface runoff in a
manner which would result in flooding on- or off-site?

e) Create or contribute runoff water which would exceed the capacity
of existing or planned stormwater drainage systems or provide O O
substantial additional sources of polluted runoft?

f) Otherwise substantially degrade water quality?
L2 y q ¥ ] 0
g) Place housing within a 100-year flood hazard area as mapped on a 1 O

federal Flood Hazard Boundary or Flood [nsurance Rate Map or
other flood hazard delineation map?

h) Place within a 100-year flood hazard area structures which would n O
impede or redirect flood flows?

i) Expose people or structures to a significant risk of loss, injury or 0
death involving flooding, including flooding as a result of the failure
of a levee or dam?

i) [nundation by seiche, tsunami, or mudfiow?
: Ol O

Construction Phase

Project construction could generate pollutants that could contaminate water. The project site is in the

Less than
Significant
Impact

No
. Impact

O

Whitewater River Watershed and in the Colorado River Basin Regional Water Quality Control Board (CRB
RWQCB) region. Waste-discharge requirements for discharges to stormwater for construction activities are

set by the State Water Resources Control Board. Waste-discharge requirements for post-construction

stormwater discharges to municipal storm drainage systems in the Whitewater River Watershed are set by the
CRB RWQCB. Best management practices for mitigating potential pollutants is an integral part of the
regulations governing water quality.! This impact is less than significant with mitigation incorporated.

| Construction Generil Permut order 2009-00009-DW Q) herps /wwaw waterboards ca gov/water_1ssues/pragrams/stormwater/construction.shunl #centruction



[X. HYDROLOGY AND WATER QUALITY (continued)

a continued
Operating Phase
Project operations are not planned to generate waste water discharges, but could generate pollutants that
could contaminate water. The project site is in the Whitewater River Watershed and in the Colorado River
Basin Regional Water Quality Control Board (CRB RWQCB). Waste-discharge requirements for discharges
to stormwater from industrial activities are set by the State Water Resources Control Board. Waste-discharge
requirements for stormwater discharges to municipal storm drainage systems in the Whitewater River
Watershed are set by the CRB RWQCB. Best management practices for mitigating potential pollutants is an
integral part of the regulations governing water quality.! This impact is less than significant with mitigation
incorporated.

Iz

Construction Phase

A minimal amount of water is used during the construction phase of the proposed project. The impact from
water use is less than significant.

Operating Phase

The 146,890 sq. ft. industrial/warehouse building will have offices and approximately 50 employees. The
average water use is calculated at 18,600 gpd, with a peak use at 37,200 gpd.2 The projected water supply in
2015 was 13.89 mgd, with a total wet year capacity of 34.99 mgd and dry year capacity of 25.66 mgd.3 The
impact of operations of the proposed project on water supplies of is less than significant.

(-

Construction Phase
Construction of the proposed project will not alter nor increase natural drainage.

Operating Phase

The proposed project is to construct a 146,890 sq.ft. industrial/warehouse building on 6.2 acres with the
required landscaping per the City of Banning Municipal Code Development Standards. The month of
January has the highest average rainfall at 3.76 inches.# Accessing data from the National Oceanic and
Atmospheric Administration 10 year data from the closest station in Beaumont shows that the highest hourly
rainfall is .7 inches.? This will calculate to an average of 633,020 gallons in the month of January and a
maximum of 129,010 gatlons in an hour of stormwater run-off added to the Montgomery Creek. The
maximum flow through the concrete culverts under Lincoln Street is calculated to be 3,584,581 gallons per
hour.> Even allowing for 100% run-off the maximum run-off is only 3.5% of the maximum flow under
Lincoln Street. The impact of drainage and run-off will be less than significant.

f
The proposed project does not involve the generation of industrial waste waters. Storm water discharges are

regulated by the Colorado Rivers Basin Regional Water Quality Board. See [Xa above. The impact is less
than significant.

£
The proposed project does not include housing; there is no impact.

h
The western edge of the proposed project, parcel 538-230-014, that is adjacent to Montgomery Creek is in
zone AH, flood depths of 1 to 3 feet (usually areas of ponding); base flood elevations determined. The
eastern edge of parcel 538-230-014 and the western edge of parcel 538-220-004 are zone X areas of 0.2%
chance flood; areas of 1% annual chance flood with average depths of less than 1 foot or with drainage areas
less than 1 square mile; and areas protected by levees from 1% chance of flood. The rest of the parcels in the
proposed project are in zone X, areas determined to be outside the 0.2% annual chance floodplain.6 There is
no impact of placing structures within a 100-year floodplain.

Industrial General Permit order 2014-0037-DWQ: https://www. waterboards.ca.gov/water_issues/programs/stormwater/igp_20140057dwq.shtml
City of Banning Water Department 3/2006 as shown on the Environmental Information Form, htip://ci.banning ca us/documentcenter/view/3951
City of Banning 2010 Urban Water Management Plan Tables 4-1 and 4-2

Time related maps accessed on 09/13/2017 htps.//gis.nede noaa gov/maps/ncei/cdo/daily, see appendix F

Two 30" concrete pipes at 2% slope with a Manning N of 011 flow 68 554 cfs each, see appendix G

FEMA, Flood Insurance Rate Map, Map number 06065C0817G August 28, 2008

SR~



IX. HYDROLOGY AND WATER QUALITY (continued)
i
The project site is not in an area mapped by FEMA as protected from 100-year floods by levees. There are no

dams upstream from the site on Montgomery Creek or the San Gorgonio River that could pose a flood threat
to the site due to dam failure. No impact would occur.

Seiche

A seiche is a surface wave created when an inland water body is shaken, usually by an earthquake. There are
no inland bodies of water near enough to the site to pose a flood threat to the site due to a seiche, and no
impact would occur.

Tsunami

A tsunami is a sea wave caused by a sudden displacement of the ocean floor, most often due to earthquakes.
The site elevation ranges from about 2,215 to 2,402 feet above mean sea level, and is about 52 miles inland
from the Pacific Ocean; thus, there is no potential for flooding onsite due to tsunamis.

Mudflow

A mudflow is a landslide composed of saturated rock debris and soil with a consistency of wet cement. The
site consists of gently sloping terrain vegetated with grasses, and is unlikely to be capable of generating a
mudflow. The general slope of the area is from the north to the south. The railway and Interstate 10, directly
north, will prevent a threat of mudflow. The proposed project site slopes generally from north to south 8 feet
in 556 feet. There is no impact from mudflows for the proposed project.




Less Than

Potentially Significant with Less than
X.LAND USE AND PLANNING Significant Mitigation Significant No
Would the project: Impact Incorporated Impact Impact
a) Physically divide an established community?
) Phy y ¥ ] m ]

b) Cenflict with any applicable land use plan, policy, or regulation of
an agency with jurisdiction over the project (including, but not
limited to the general plan, specific plan, local coastal program, or [ O 0
zoning ordinance) adopted for the purpose of avoiding or mitigating
an environmental effect?

¢) Conflict with any applicable habitat conservation plan or natural
A i P O O O
community conservation plan?

a

The proposed project is contiguous to current industrial land use to the west, vacant land to the east, U.P.
Railroad and I-10 to the north, and Lincoln Street to the south.! The project will not divide an established
community, there is no impact.

b
The construction phase of the project would also require approval of the project water quality management
plan (WQMP) by the CRB RWQCB. The proposed project area has historically been used for industrial
purposes and is zoned commercial. Three parcels were used out of zoning as low density residential and have
been vacant for a number of years. The proposed project seeks to continue use as industrial and commercial
and would require discretionary approval of General Plan amendment/zone change to Business Park to
reflect the proposed project. The proposed project does not conflict with a land-use plan, policy or regulation.
The impact is less than significant.

€
The proposed project does not conflict with any natural habitat or community conservation plan.2 There is no
impact by the proposed project.

1. Surrounding land use maps, pages 6-8 of this document
2. Westem Riverside County Multiple Species Habitat Censervation Plan; http:/frctima.org/Partals/0/mshep/volume1/sec3 himl



Less Than

Potentially Significant with Less than
XI. MINERAL RESOURCES Significant Mitigation Significant No
Would the project: Impact Incorporated Impact Impact

a) Result in the loss of availability of a known mineral resource that 0 0 0
would be of value to the region and the residents of the state?

b) Result in the loss of availability of a locally important mineral 0 0 0
resource recovery site delineated on a local general plan, specific
plan or other land use plan?

I=

The proposed project site is located in an area designated Mineral Resource Zone-3 as an area containing
known or inferred mineral occurrences of unknown significance. None of the project site is mapped by the
CGS as containing known Portland-cement concrete (PCC) grade aggregate resources (CGS 2008).! Project
development would not cause a loss of availability of known mineral resources valuable to the region and the
state, no impact would occur.

b
No mining site in or near the project is identified in the City of Banning General Plan. The nearest mine to
the project site present on the Office of Mine Reclamation’s map is the Banning Quarry, mine 1D
91-33-00012. It is an active sand and gravel mine located about 2.2 miles northeast of the site project.2 No
impact would occur to mineral resources.

1. City of Banning General Plan Chapter IV Exhibit [V-8
2. Office of Mine Reclamation’s Mines Online http://maps.conservation.ca.gov/mol/index html, accessed 9/13/2017



Less Than

Potentially Significant with Less than
XII. NOISE Significant Mitigation Significant No
Would the project result in: Impact Incorporated Impact Impact
a) Exposure of persons to or generation of noise levels in excess of O 0 u
standards established in the local general plan or noise ordinance, or

applicable standards of other agencies?

b) Exposure of persons to or generation of excessive groundborne 0 0 0
vibration or groundborne noise levels?

c¢) A substantial permanent increase in ambient noise levels in the 0 0 0
project vicinity above levels existing without the project?

d) A substantial temporary or periodic increase in ambient noise levels
isubstantil lempocary or.p coeaselin 0 Lo 0 O O
in the project vicinity above levels existing without the project?

e} For a project located within an airport land use plan or, where such a
plan has not been adopted, within two miles of a public airport or
public use airport, would the project expose people residing or [ U |
working in the project area to excessive noise levels?

f) For a project within the vicinity of a private airstrip, would the
project expose people residing or working in the project area to O O O]
excessive noise levels?

a-b

Groundborne Vibration and noise is most typically associated with operation of heavy construction
equipment. Because of the flat topography of the site and no demolition a minimal amount of heavy
equipment is required. There are 24 homes within 1000 feet of the project site, the closest is 300 feet south.
The Project is required to comply with the mandatory noise requirements contained in Section 8.44.090.E
and F of the Banning Municipal Code for construction activities and the operation of an industrial/warehouse
building. Operation of the industrial/warehouse building will not produce groundborne vibrations beyond six
additional truck trips per day. The impacts from noise and groundborne vibrations are considered to be less
than significant.

(]

Construction Phase

Permanent noise is typically generated by building mechanical equipment, such as heating and air
conditioning units, and by vehicle traffic associated with the use of a site. The construction of the industrial
warehouse building will not produce permanent noise.

Operating Phase
The proposed project is anticipated to produce 56 new vehicle trips per day beyond current levels. These

vehicle trips produce similar noise levels to those that already occur on Lincoln Street. The average daily
trips on Lincoln Street between 8th and 22nd Streets is 2,500.! All industrial activity will occur indoors. The
impact of permanent noise is less than significant.

(=)

Construction Phase

During the construction phase of the proposed project it is anticipated that there will be an increase in
daytime noise levels. These will be managed by the construction schedule. Per Section 8.44.090.E and F of
the City of Banning Municipal Code, construction activity is required to be limited to certain hours and days
to minimize noise impacts. This is a mandatory requirement. Therefore, impacts are forecast to be less than
significant.

1. City of Banning 2011 Engineering and Traffic Surveys: Table 3



XII. NOISE (continued)

d continued
Operating Phase
The proposed project of an industrial/warehouse building is anticipated to produce 56 new vehicle trips per
day beyond current levels. These vehicle trips produce similar noise levels, during a similar time period, to
those that already occur on Lincoln Street. The average daily trips on Lincoln Street between 8th and 22nd
Streets is 2,500.1 The industrial activity will occur indoors and the nearest residence is 300 feet south of the
industrial buildings. The impacts of temporary, periodic noise is less than significant.

€
The proposed project is 1.95 miles west of Banning Municipal Airport. The proposed project is outside the
55 dB CNEL noise contour of the airport and will not expose people residing or working at the proposed
project to excessive noise levels.2 There will be no impact.

f
The proposed project is not within the vicinity of a private air strip. There will be no impact.

1. City of Banning 2011 Engineering and Traffic Surveys; Table 3
2. Ruiverside County Airpert Land Use Commussion, Banning Municipal Airport, Map-BN-3
hitp:/fwwwirealue.org/Portals/0/06-%20Vol %201%20Banning%20Municipal pdf?ver=2016-09-19-114352-640



Less Than

Potentially Significant with Less than
XIII. POPULATION AND HOUSING Significant Mitigation Significant No
Would the project: [mpact Incorporated Impact Impact
a) Induce substantial population growth in an area, either directly (for 0 0 0
example, by proposing new homes and businesses) or indirectly (for
example, through extension of roads or other infrastructure)?
b) Displace substantial numbers of existing housing, necessitating the 0 0 0
construction of replacement housing elsewhere?
c) Displace substantial numbers of people, necessitating the 0 0 O

construction of replacement housing elsewhere?
a
The proposed project will increase employment by 50, it is anticipated that 42 will be from the local area.
The proposed project does not propose new homes and is not expected to induce population growth. The
impact of the proposed project on population and housing is expected to be less than significant.

b-¢

The proposed project will be constructed on parcels that have had four single family houses that have been
removed and the land is now vacant. There is no impact from the proposed project.




Less Than

Potentially Significant with Less than
Significant Mitigation Significant No
XIV. PUBLIC SERVICES Impact Incorporated Impact Impact

b)

c)

d)

Would the project result in substantial adverse physical impacts
associated with the provision of new or physically altered
governmental facilities, need for new or physically altered

governmental facilities, the construction of which could cause J O O
significant environmental impacts, in order to maintain acceptable
service ralios, response times or other performance objectives for

any of the public services:

a) Fire protection? O O |

b) Police protection? O O O

¢) Schools? 0 0 0

d) Parks? 0 M 0

e) Other public facilities? O O ]

Fire Services - The Riverside County Fire Department (RCFD) provides fire protection and emergency
medical services to the City of Banning. Fire Station 89 is located 1.5 driving miles northeast of the project
site. The proposed project will add a 146,890 square foot industrial warehouse building with automatic
sprinklers. The impact on fire services will be less than significant.

Police Protection - The Banning Police Department (BPD) provides police protection to the City of
Banning. The Banning Police Department consists of 41 sworn personnel and 20 classified personnel. The
police station is located at 125 E. Ramsey Street. The proposed project will add a 146,890 square foot
industrial warehouse building and add 50 employees. The impact on police services will be less than
significant.

Schools - The project site is in the Banning Unified School District (BUSD). The proposed project will
increase employment by 50, it is anticipated that 42 will be from the local area, which will have less than
significant impact on the BUSD.

Parks - The proposed project will increase employment by 50, it is anticipated that 42 will be from the
local area, which will have less than significant impact on city parks

Other public facilities - The proposed project will increase employment by 50, it is anticipated that 42 will
be from the local area, which will have less than significant impact on any other public facilities.




Less Than

Potentially Significant with Less than
Significant Mitigation Significant No
XV. RECREATION Impact Incorporated Impact Impact

a) Would the project increase the use of existing neighborhood and
regional parks or other recreational facilities such that substantial O ] ]
physical deterioration of the facility would occur or be accelerated?

b) Does the project include recreational facilities or require the 0
construction or expansion of recreational facilities which might
have an adverse physical effect on the environment?

O O

a
The proposed project will increase employment by 50, it is anticipated that 42 will be from the local area.
There will not be a substantial increase in the use of local recreation facilities. There is no impact from the
proposed project.

b
The proposed project does not included recreational facilities and will not require the expansion of existing
or the construction of new recreational facilities. There is no impact from the proposed project.




Less Than

Potentially Significant with Less than
XVI. TRANSPORTATION/TRAFFIC Significant Mitigation Significant No
Would the project: Impact Incorporated Impact Impact

a) Conflict with an applicable plan, ordinance or policy establishing
measures of effectiveness for the performance of the circulation
system, taking into account all modes of transportation including
mass transit and non-motorized travel and relevant components of | | ]
the circulation system. including but not limited to intersections,
streets, highways and freeways, pedestrian and bicycle paths, and
mass transit?

b) Cenflict with an applicable congestion management program,
including, but not limited to level of service standards and travel
demand measures, or other standards established by the county W O
congestion management agency for designated roads or highways?

¢) Result in a change in air traffic patterns, including either an increase
in traffic levels or a change in location that results in substantial O O O
safety risks?

d) Substantially increase hazards due to a design feature (e.g., sharp 0
curves or dangerous intersections) or incompatible uses (e.g., farm O O
equipment)?

e) Result in inadequate emergency access?

f) Conflict with adopted policies, plans, or programs regarding public
pled | p prog g gPp
transit, bicycle, or pedestrian facilities, or otherwise decrease the O O O
performance or safety of such facilities?

a-b
Construction Phase
During construction all equipment and supplies will be staged on the proposed project site and away from
roadways. There is no impact.

Operating Phase

The proposed project is anticipated to produce 6 new truck trips per day beyond current levels. These vehicle
trips produce similar noise levels to those that already occur on Lincoln Street. The addition of 50 employees
is anticipated to add 50 vehicle trips per day. The average daily trips on Lincoln Street between 8th and 22nd
Streets is 2,500.1 The impact is expected to be less than significant.

c
The proposed project is 1.95 miles west of the Banning Municipal Airport runway and is not within the
Airport Influence Area.2 The project will be constructed in compliance with the City of Banning Municipal
Code Building Standards for Commercial/Industrial projects. There will be no impact from this project.

d

Construction
All construction equipment will be staged on the project site ensuring that the roadway stays clear. Vehicle
trips will be limited to persons working at the site during construction. There will not be design hazards.

Operational
The existing roadway in front of the current commercial/industrial buildings is wider than the majority of

Lincoln Street. This reduces the hazards of truck traffic entering the new industrial/warehouse building drive
approaches. The impact of design features is less than significant.

1. City of Banning 2011 Engineening and Traffic Surveys: Table 3
2. Riverside County Land Use Commission, Banning Municipal Airport, Map BN-1
http:/Awww.rcaluc.org/Portals/0/06-%20Vol %201%20Banning%e20Municipal pdf?ver=2016-09-19-114352-640



XVI. TRANSPORTATION/TRAFFIC (continued)

e

All portions of the project site will be fully accessible to emergency vehicles during construction and will
remain accessible during operations. There is no impact to emergency vehicle access.

[
The Project does not conflict with any policies, plans, or programs that support use of alternative
transportation such as bus service, bike lanes, or other modes of transportation. Thus, there are no impacts to
alternative modes of transportation.




Less Than

Potentially Significant with Less than
XVII. UTILITIES AND SERVICE SYSTEMS Significant Mitigation Significant No
Would the project: Impact Incorporated Impact Impact

a) Exceed wastewater treatment requirements of the applicable
Regional Water Quality Control Board? ] g O

b) Require or result in the construction of new water or wastewater
treatment facilities or expansion of existing facilities, the

construction of which could cause significant environmental u O O
effects?

c) Require or result in the construction of new storm water drainage 0 = O
facilities or expansion of existing facilities, the construction of

which could cause significant environmental effects?

d) Have sufficient water supplies available to serve the project from
existing entitlements and resources, or are new or expanded O [l O
entitlements needed?

e) Result in a determination by the wastewater treatment provider

which serves OLIEY. SBrYE the project th.at it has adequate cap:.u:ny‘ 0 O 0
to serve the project’s projected demand in addition to the provider’s
existing commitments?

f) Be served by a landfill with sufficient permitted capacity to 0 N 0
accommodate the project’s solid waste disposal needs?

g) Comply with federal, state, and local statutes and regulations related

ol . O O O

to solid waste?

a
Construction Phase
Project construction could generate pollutants that could contaminate water. The project site is in the
Whitewater River Watershed and in the Colorado River Basin Regional Water Quality Control Board (CRB
RWQCB) region. Waste-discharge requirements for discharges to stormwater during construction activities
are set by the State Water Resources Control Board. Waste-discharge requirements for post-construction
stormwater discharges to municipal storm drainage systems in the Whitewater River Watershed are set by the
CRB RWQCB. Best management practices for mitigating potential pollutants is an integral part of the
regulations governing water quality.! This impact is less than significant with mitigation incorporated.

Operating Phase
Project operations are not planned to generate waste water discharges to the utility, but could generate

pollutants that could contaminate storm water. The project site is in the Whitewater River Watershed and in
the Colorado River Basin Regional Water Quality Control Board (CRB RWQCB) region. Waste-discharge
requirements for discharges to stormwater from industrial activities are set by the State Water Resources
Control Board. Waste-discharge requirements for stormwater discharges to municipal storm drainage systems
in the Whitewater River Watershed are set by the CRB RWQCB. Best management practices for mitigating
potential pollutants is an integral part of the regulations governing water quality.2 This impact is less than
significant with mitigation incorporated.

| Construction General Permit arder 2009-00009-DWQ; hitps://wwaw waterboards ca gov/water_issuas/pragrams/stormwater/canstruction shiml#contruction
2. Industrial General Permit order 2014-0037-DWQ, https://www.walerboards.ca gov/water_issues/programs/stormwater/igp_20140057dwq shtml



XVIL UTILITIES AND SERVICE SYSTEMS (continued)
b

Construction Phase
Project construction will not generate wastewater and will not require the construction of new water or

wastewater treatment facilities. There is no impact from the proposed construction project.

Operating Phase

The project operating phase will not result in the construction of new water or wastewater treatment
facilities.

The 146,890 sq. ft. industrial/warehouse building will have offices and approximately 50 employees. The
average water use is calculated at 18,600 gpd, with a peak use at 37,200 gpd.! The projected water supply in
2015 was 13.89 mgd, with a total wet year capacity of 34.99 mgd and dry year capacity of 25.66 mgd.2 The
impact of operations of the proposed project is less than significant.

Using the City’s wastewater generation rates, the project would generate approximately 9,300 gpd of
wastewater.! The existing wastewater treatment plant is designed to treat an average flow of 3.6 mgd and a
peak flow of 7.2 mgd.? The impact of the proposed project on the wastewater treatment facilities is less than
significant.

[}

Construction Phase

The project site is in the Whitewater River Watershed and in the Colorado River Basin Regional Water
Quality Control Board (CRB RWQCB) region. Waste-discharge requirements for discharges to stormwater
for construction activities are set by the State Water Resources Control Board. Waste-discharge requirements
for post-construction stormwater discharges to municipal storm drainage systems in the Whitewater River
Watershed are set by the CRB RWQCB. Best management practices for mitigating potential pollutants is an
integral part of the regulations governing water quality. This impact is less than significant with mitigation
incorporated.

Operating Phase
The proposed project is to construct a 146,890 sq.ft. industrial/warehouse building on 6.2 acres with the

required landscaping per the City of Banning Municipal Code Development Standards. The month of
January has the highest average rainfall at 3.76 inches.’ Accessing data from the National Oceanic and
Atmospheric Administration 10 year data from the closest station in Beaumont shows that the highest hourly
rainfall is .7 inches.® This will calculate to an average of 633,020 gallons in the month of January and a
maximum of 129,010 gallons in an hour of stormwater run-off added to the Montgomery Creek. The
maximum flow through the concrete culverts under Lincoln Street is calculated to be 3,584,581 gallons per
hour.” The impact will be less than significant.

=

Construction Phase
Project construction will not use any significant amount of water. The impact from the proposed project is
expected to be less than significant.

Operating Phase
The project operating phase will not require new or expanded water entitlements.

The 146,890 sq. ft. industrial/warehouse building will have offices and 50 employees. The average water use
is calculated at 18,600 gpd, with a peak use at 37,200 gpd.8 The projected water supply in 2015 was 13.89
mgd, with a total wet year capacity of 34.99 mgd and dry year capacity of 25.66 mgd.® The average water
year supply surplus is 5,187 acre-ft/year or 4.6 mgd.!® The impact from the proposed project is expected to
be less than significant.

City of Banning Water Department 3/2006 as shown on the Environmental Information Formi. http://ci.banning ca us/documentcenter/view/3951
City of Banning 2010 Urban Water Management Plan Tables 4-1 and 4-2

Rancho San Gorgonio Specific Plan Draft EIR, June 2016; §5.16.1.4

Construction General Permit order 2009-00009-DWQ, https://www.waterboards.ca.gov/water_issues/programs/stormwater/construction shrml#contruction
City of Banning 2010 Urban Water Management Plan Table 2-1

Time related maps accessed on 09/13/2017 hitps://s nede noaa sov/maps/neet/cdo/daily, see appendix F

Two 307 concrete pipes at 2% slope with a Manning N of .011 low 68.554 cfs each, see appendix G

City of Banning Water Department 3/2006 as shown on the Environmental Information Form: hip://ci banning ca us/documenteenter/view/3951

City of Banning 2010 Urban Water Management Plan Tables 4-1 and 4-2

0. City of Banning 2010 Urban Water Management Plan Table 5-9

— DS e N —



XVIIL UTILITIES AND SERVICE SYSTEMS (continued)

e
The Proposed Project’s wastewater effluent will be collected by the City of Banning sewer system and
transported to the City’s Wastewater Reclamation Plant. This plant has a secondary treatment capacity of 3.6
million gallons per day, and a designed capacity of 7.8 MGD. The average throughput of the plant is 2.4
MGD from 2005-2010.! The predicted wastewater generation average rate of the project is 9,750 GPD. The
increase of total throughput of the plant with the additional of the wastewater of the Project is minuscule to
the 2.4 million gallons per day, and does not impact the design capacity of 3.6 million gallons per day. Since
the Proposed Project will not result in a substantial impact on the wastewater facility and an expansion will
eventually be constructed, impacts will be less than significant.

Construction
The project proposed to construct a 146,890 sq. ft. industrial/warehouse building. The construction activities
will generate a minimal amount of solid waste.

Operations
The project will generate solid waste from the warehouse offices supporting 50 new employees. Waste

Management provides service to the City. The new warehouse/industrial building is estimated to generate 186
tons/year for solid waste.2 Solid waste is most likely to be transported to the Lamb Canyon Landfill.
According to CalRecycle, the Lamb Canyon landfill has an estimated closure date of 04/01/2029 accepting
5,500 tons/day.? The impact from the proposed project is less than significant.

b4

Waste Management provides service to the Project site. Any solid waste disposal will be in compliance with
the City’s mandatory requirements. Therefore, no impacts are forecast to occur.

1. City of Banning 2010 Urban Water Manamgent Plan, page 59
2. Caleemod 2016.3.1 current vs future comparison. see appendix D and E
3. hup/iwww.calrecycle ca. gov/SWFacilities/Directory/33-AA-0007/Detail/



Less Than

Potentially Significant with Less than
Significant Mitigation Significant No
XVIII. MANDATORY FINDINGS OF SIGNIFICANCE Impact Incorporated [mpact Impact

a) Does the project have the potential to degrade the quality of the
environment, substantially reduce the habitat of a fish or wildlife
species, cause a fish or wildlife population to drop below self-
sustaining levels, threaten to eliminate a plant or animal community, O O [l
reduce the number or restrict the range of a rare or endangered plant
or animal or eliminate important examples of the major periods of
California history or prehistory?

b) Does the project have impacts that are individually limited, but
cumulatively considerable? (“Cumulatively considerable™ means
that the incremental effects of a project are considerable when | O O
viewed in connection with the effects of past projects, the effects of
other current projects. and the effects of probable future projects)?

c) Does the project have environmental effects which will cause
substantial adverse effects on human beings, either directly or O O ]
indirectly?

The project site is considered highly disturbed, developed, and is devoid of native vegetation. Single family
houses have existed on the site and have been removed. The project site does not contain any habitat to
support candidate, sensitive, or special-status species and the project site is not within a designated critical
habitat of any species. No drainage features, ponded areas, or riparian habitat exist on the project site.
Likewise, no rare or endangered species have been found to inhabit the site. There are no structures of a
historical nature, and no archaeological or paleontological resources are known to exist on site. Therefore,
the project does not have the potential to degrade the quality of the environment, substantially reduce the
habitat of a fish or wildlife species, cause a fish or wildlife population to drop below self-sustaining levels,
threaten to eliminate a plant or animal community, reduce the number or restrict the range of a rare or
endangered plant or animal, or eliminate important examples of the major periods of California history or
prehistory, and no impacts related to these topics would occur with project implementation.

b

The project is not considered growth inducing and will not alter planned development patterns in the region.
Also, no expansion of supporting infrastructure would be required to accommodate the proposed project.
Therefore, no impacts related to this project are individually limited. but cumulatively considerable.

c
The areas of potential significant impact are V. Geology and Soils; IX Water Quality and XVII Utilities.

V. Geology and soils are affected by earthquakes and liquefaction. The site is not within an Alquist-Priolo
Fault Zone or within 1/2 mile of any other fault zone. Liquefaction in the proposed project site is listed as
moderate in the City of Banning General Plan. The water table is not within 50 feet of the ground surface. All
construction will be completed using the most up-to-date research available to consultants, engineers and the
City to mitigate any risk to less than significant.




¢ (continued)

[X Water Quality has the potential to be affected by industrial activity. Waste-discharge requirements for
discharges to stormwater for construction activities and industrial are set by the State Water Resources
Control Board. During construction the project site will operate with a construction Storm Water Pollution
Prevention Plan (SWPPP). During operations the business will obtain an Industrial SWPPP. These SWPPPs
have incorporated within them Best Management Practices to minimize potential pollutants in stormwater

discharges.
XVII Utilities has the same potential as Water Quality and the discussion is the same.
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Appendix A

Summary of I'ive Acre Site Example Results By Phase

Total On-Site

CO NOx PNM10 PM2.5

Demolition 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
Site Preparation 24.0 44.4 3.6 4.1

Grading 324 63.4 7.2 42
Building 213 46.2 28 26
Arch Coating and Paving 17.7 343 24 22
Localized Significance Threshold™ 31903 698 405 189
Exceed Significance? NO NO NO NO

* For illustration purposes only, this analysis is based on the most stringent LSTs. Please consull
App. C of the Methodalogy Paper for applicable LSTs.

E-1



Appendix B

CalEEMod Version: CalEEMod.2016.3.1

Page 1 of 4

Lawrence Equipment - Riverside-South Coast County, Summary Report

Lawrence Equipment
Riverside-South Coast, Summary Report

1.0 Project Characteristics

Date: 9/28/2017 2:55 PM

1.1 Land Usage

Land Uses Metric Lot Acreage Floor Surface Area Population
Manufacturing 1000sgft 3.45 t 150,580.00 0
............................................................ S Ry (SRR g g
Other Asphalt Surfaces 1000sgft ! 1.75 ¢ 76,379.00 0
............................................................ | S (e R SRR
Other Non-Asphalt Surfaces 1000sgft ! 092 ! 40.150.00 0
"""""" Parking Lot 1000sqft : 132 v 57,685.00 TR
1.2 Other Project Characteristics
Urbanization Rural Wind Speed (m/s) 24 Precipitation Freq (Days) 28
Climate Zone 10 Operational Year 2019
Utllity Company Southern California Edison
CO2 Intensity 70244 CH4 Intensity 0.029 N20 Intensity 0.008
(Ib/MWhr) {Ilb/MWhr) (Ib/MWhr)

1.3 User Entered Comments

Only CalEEMod defaults were used.




Appendix B
CalEEMod Version: CalEEMod.2018.3.1 Page 2 of 4 Date: 9/28/2017 2:55 PM

Lawrence Equipment - Riverside-Sauth Coast County, Summary Report

Project Characteristics -

Land Use - rounding

Construction Phase - only concrete pads of houses ta demolish
Off-road Equipment - no

Off-road Equipment - No canstruction

Qff-road Eguipment - only concrete pads of houses to demolish
Off-road Equipment - No canstruction

Off-road Equipment - no

Off-road Equipment - Customer Input

Trips and VMT - Customer Input

On-road Fugitive Dust - estimates

Demolition -

Grading -

Architectural Coating - no construction

Vehicle Trips - Construction Only

Area Coating - canstruction only

Energy Use - construction only

Water And Wastewater - construction only

Solid Waste - construction only

Construction Off-road Equipment Mitigation -

Area Mitigation -

Energy Mitigation -

Road Dust - construction cales only

Consumer Praducts - construction cales only

Landscape Equipment - construction calcs only

Waste Mitigation - Comply with waste diversion goal of 75% per AB341
Water Mitigation -



Appendix B

CalEEMod Version: CalEEMod.2016.3.1

2.0 Peak Daily Emissions

Page 3 of 4

Lawrence Equipment - Riverside-South Coast County, Summary Report

Date: 9/28/2017 2:55 PM

Peak Daily Construction Emissions

Unmitigated Mitigated
ROG NOX I co S02 PM10 PM2.5 ROG NOX co S02 PM10 PM2.5

Year Phase b/day
2017 | Demalition 220418 21.8155 W 128369 8 0.0229 5 2.4387 W 1.2010wW 229418 218156 W 12.8360 S 0.02208 17874 W 1.2042w
2017|Site Preparallon 201778 19121 w 10.7560 8 0.01818 81534 W 44835 W 201778 19.7121 W 10.7560 § 001818 4.0032wW 24166 W
2017 Grading 3.2000 W 34.5782 W 18.2782 § 0.0337 8 18.4713 W 6.0708 W 3.2090 W 34.5782 W 18,2782 8 0.03378 8.1253 W 33816 W
2018|Grading 2.8974W 31.3008 W 17.6121 8 0.0335 8 12.5897 W 52005 W 2.8974W 31.3008 W 17.6121 8 0.0336 8 58691 W 29637 W
2018} Building Construction  [3.9112 W 30.9206 W 21113 S 0.0638 § 4.0099 W 21355 W 3.9112wW 30.8205 W 21.71A S 0.0639 8 4.0098 W 21355 W
2018 Paving 2.1504 8 17.6676 W 12770 S 0.0254 8 1.62128 0.9855 W 215948 17.6676 W 15.7763 S 0.0254 8§ 13413 W 0.9575 W
2019| Paving 1.9608 S 153773 W 15.5458 S 0.0253 8§ 3.5268 § 1.0703 W 1.9606 S 153773 W 15,5458 8§ 0.0253 § 1.9407 W 0.9118 W
2019] Architeclural Coaling 045118 1.9501 W 3.4133 8 7.1000e-008 S10.5376 S 0.2388 S 045118 18501 W 3.4133 8 7.10002-008 S}0.5376 8 0.2388 S

Peak Daily Tolal 3.90112wW 34.5782 W 27171128 8 0.0638 8 184713 W 6.0708 W 39112 W 34.5762 W 21.MA S 0.0839 8 8.1203 W 33815 W

Air District Thrashold 75 100 550 150 150 55

Exceed Signilicance? i no no s 5 no




Appendix B

CalEEMod Version: CalEEMod.2016.3.1 Page 4 of 4 Date: 9/28/2017 2:55 PM

3.0 Annual GHG Emissions

Annual GHG
Annual GHG
Unmitigated Mitigated
coz? chi4 N20 CcO2e co2 l Ciid - N20 CcO28

GHG Adivity Year MTiyT
Construction 2017 227169 5.8513e-003 0.0000 228632 22.7169 5.8513e-003 0.0000 22.8532
Construction 2018 687.1960 0.0982 0.0000 689,65068 6871957 0.0082 0.0000 $89,6503
Construction 2019 03723 1.28826-003 0.0000 0.4045 03723 1.28820-003 0.0000 9.4045
Oporalional 2019 0673008 3,070 0.0372 1,063.6519 9197398 1.5859 0.0337 069, 441.1

Total

Signicance Thrashold 10,000

Exceed Signilicance? no




Appendix C

[ 4~ [BUO]BEAUMONT
\rep . Windrose Plot [All Year]
—— " Period of Record: 01 Sep 1997 - 01 Sep 2001

N

summary
n: 10882

Missing: 6
Calm: 2.6%
5 Avg Speed: 9.6 mph

wind Speed [mph]
- I 57 7-10 [ 10-15 [N 15-20 M 20+

Generated: 12 Sep 2017



Appendix D

CalEEMed Version: CalEEMod.2016.3.1

Page 1 of 4

Lawrence Equipment - Riverside-South Coast County, Summary Repart

Lawrence Equipment
Riverside-South Coast, Summary Report

1.0 Project Characteristics

Date: 9/27/2017 9:13 AM

1.1 Land Usage

Land Uses I Size I Metric Lot Acreage | Floor Surface Area Population
Manufacturing . 4515 = 1000sqft ! 1.04 s 45,150.00 0
.............................. LT T T T T RpRp O RSy RS PP ARSI IR PSPS TS RSP pUpRapp R RO
Manufacturing H 14,35 : 1000sqft : 14,850.00 0
: 2- B L L L L T T N
a . x 45,290.00 0
-3 2 - leecceseunmammcsssnhacascacamannnan
» ! ¢ 19.940.00 0
B | e e LT T I e
. i : 178,971,00 0
- - Jnmmmmmssssncncanangaennnnnesnnnsnnm
. ! : 72,256.00 0
.............. e R e s e e Tl LT T T T Ty T o P paty AR,
Parking Lot : 75.88 s 1000sqft ! 1.74 : 75.884.00 0
.............................. §emncsccvcnnnasssnnnnnnnansnnnsf I t o
Unrefrigerated Warehouse-No Rail = 45.36 . 1000sqgft : 1.04 ! 45,360.00 0
1.2 Other Project Characteristics
Urbanization Rural Wind Speed (m/s) 24 Precipitation Freq (Days) 28
Climate Zone 10 Operational Year 2017
Utility Company Southern California Edison
CO2 Intenasity 70244 GCH4 Inteneity 0.029 N2O Intensity 0.006
(Ib/MWhr) (le/MWhr) (Ib/MWhr)

1.3 User Entered Comments

Only CalEEMod defaults were used.




Appendix D

CalEEMod Version: CalEEMad.2016.3 1 Page 2 of 4 Date: 9/27/2017 9:13 AM

Lawrence Equipment - Riverside-South Coast County, Summary Report

Project Characteristics - Current Operations

Land Use - Small Specialized retail store and large retail staorage warehouse.
Caonstruction Phase - No construction current Operational anly
Off-road Equipment - no

Off-read Equipment - No canstruction

Off-road Equipment - Nao Canstruction

Off-road Equipment - Ne canstruction

Off-road Equipment - no

Off-road Equipment - No Canstruction

Trips and VMT - no construction

On-road Fugitive Dust - no construction

Grading - No construction

Architectural Coating - no construction

Vehicle Trips - no commercial customers

Energy Use -

Mobile Land Use Mitigation -

2.0 Peak Daily Emissions

Peak Daily Construction Emissions

e aily C



Appendix D

CalEEMod Version: CalEEMoed.2016.3.1

Page 3 of 4 Date: 9/27/2017 8:13 AM
Lawrence Equipment - Riverside-South Coast County, Summary Report
Unmitigated Mitigated
ROG NOX co SO PM10 PM2.5 ROG NOX co s02 PM10 PMZ.5
Year Phase day
2015] Damalition 0.00008 0.0000 5 0.0000 S 0.0000 3 0.0000 S 0.0000 S 0.00008 0.0000S 0.0000 S 0.0000 3 0.0000 5 0.0000 S
2015 Sito Proparation 0.0000 S 0.0000 § 0.0000 § 0.0000 8 0.0000 S 0.0000 8 0.0000 8 0.0000 S 0.0000 § 0.0000 & 0.0000 8 0.00008
2015|Grading 0.0000 § 0.0000 8 0,0000 8 0.0000 § 0.0000 & 0.0000 $ 0.0000 8 0.0000 8 0.0000 S 0.0000 & 0.0000 8 0.0000 8
2015 Bullding Conslruction  [0.0000 S 0.0000 S 0.0000 8 0.0000 $ 0.0000 5 0.0000 S 0.0000 S 0.0000S 0.0000 8 0.0000 § 0.0000 5 0.0000 8
2016] Paving 0.0000 S 0.0000 $ 0.0000 § 0.0000 § 0.0000 8 0,0000 § 0.0000S 0.0000 § 0.0000 § 0.0000 § 0.0000 § 0.0000 8
2016| Archltoctural Coating  [0.0000 § 0.0000 S 0.0000 § 0.0000 S 0.0000 8 0.0000 8 0.0000 $ 0,0000 § 00000 S 0.0000 S 0.0000 8 0.0000 8
Peak Dally Tolal 0.0000 § 0.0000 8 0.0000 8 0.0000 8 0.0000 S 0.0000 § 0.0000 8 0.0000 § 0.0000 § 0.0000 § 0.0000 § 0.0000 S
Alr District Threshold
Excoed Significance?
Peak Daily Operational Emissions
Peak Daily Operational Emissions
Unmitigated Miligated
ROG NOX cao |' 802 | PM1D PM2.5 ROG I NOX | co l sQ2 PMID PM25
Operational Aclivity Ibiday
On-Site | Area 3.9567 S 4.8000a-004 $[0.0518 § 0,0000 § 1.9000e-004 S | 1.90000-004 $[3.9567 S 4.9000¢-004 5[0.0518 5 0,0000 S 1.5000e-004 S | 1.90008-004 S
On-Site |Enargy 01063 § 0.9568 S 0.8037 8 5.74000-003 S [0.0727 8 0.0727 8 0.1058 § 0.9568 § 0.8037 S 5.74000-008 §]0.0727 § 0.0727 8
Oft-Site | Moblle 0.8303 S 59105 W 1168805 [0.03678 12728 W 0.4025 W 08303 § 59105 W 11.6800 S 0.0367 § 12728 W 0,4025 W
Peak Daily Tolal 18923 § 8.8678 W 125155 [0.04248 1.8:457 W 04751 W 18928 8 8.8878 W 12515 8 0.0:424 § 18457 W 0.4754 W
Air District Threshold 55 55 550 150 150 55
Exveed Signillcance? 1o no no no no no

3.0 Annual GHG Emissions




Appendix D

CalEEMod Version: CalEEMod.2016.3.1 Page 4 of 4 Date: 9/27/2017 5:13 AM

Lawrence Equipment - Riverside-South Coast County, Summary Report

Annual GHG
Annual GHG
Unmitiggted Mitigalad
Coz CHE N20 C0%a co2 SH: NZO SO

CGHG Adivily ¥oar MTiye
Construction 2015 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.on00 0.0000
Construction 2016 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.a0c0 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000
Cperalional 2017 1.310.4550 16415 0.0388 1,:413.0568 1,310.4550 36415 0.0368 1.413.0588

Total

Significinca Thrastiold 10,600

Excaed Significance?

no




Appendix E

CalEEMod Version: CalEEMod.2018.3.1

1.0 Project Characteristics

Page 1 of 4

Lawrence Equipment - Riverside-South Coast County, Summary Report

Lawrence Equipment
Riverside-South Coast, Summary Report

Date: 9/27/2017 4:03 PM

1.1 Land Usage

Land Uses I Size I Metric Lot Acreage Floor Surface Area Population
Manufacturing . 45.15 . 1000sqft 1.04 1 45,150.00 0
.............................. L LT T r T PP e ey ey Ry Ry S Ryt uy oy spnpuy S Py SRR RUTqUIUFNIRN [popeyep A S,
Manufacturing » 14.85 : 1000sqit ! 0.34 : 14,880.00 o}
MmmEEEssrresmmmsssrssamussseesfeanNNN et aeannEaaaananaannn— e P RRRI RO PRI RpEp R S
Manufacturing . 45.29 o 1000sqft ! X 45,290.00
[P R P L R | - — TR, S —— S
Unrefrigerated Warehouse-No Rail = 12.94 . 1000sqft ! 0.46 3 19,940.00 0
.............................. R TSN SR e RSP SRR PRy ARy R S, U up e U
Unrefrigerated Warehouse-No Rall = 45.36 X 1000sqft ! 1.04 ' 45,360.00 0
e e e R e B RS e R R Tl ' | P — o S g e P FRLL F
Other Asphalt Surfaces H 29420 . 1000sqft i 675 ' 294.218.00
.............................. Bommemne s mmnn s i s om0
Other Non-Asphalt Surfaces : 61.05 u 1000sqft ! 1.40 { 61.051.00 o
R nmasssssrunnnasssrsufunanna s ununaaaeranannaannans fememmmcanmaan mmmnee s eae e e ———— o e Vi wn i L T (——— —
Parking Lot ¥ 137.00 . 1000sqft ! 3.14 ) 136,995.00
.............................. J s A i + S
Manufacturing H 150.59 . 1000sqft : 3.46 ¢ 15055000 0
1.2 Other Project Characteristics
Urbanization Rural Wind Speed (m/s) 24 Precipitation Freq (Days) 28
Climate Zone 10 Operational Year 2017
Utitity Company Southern California Edison
CO2 Intensity 702.44 CH4 Intensity 0.029 N20 Intensity 0.006
(le/MWhr) (Ib/MWhr) (Ilb/MWhr)

1.3 User Entered Comments

Only CalEEMod defaults were used.



Appendix E

CalEEMad Version: CalEEMod.2016.3.1 Page 2 of 4 Date: 9/27/2017 4:03 PM

Lawrence Equipment - Riverside-South Coast County, Summary Report

Project Characteristics - Current Operations

Land Use - Small Specialized retail store and large retail staorage warehouse.
Construction Phase - No canstruction current Operational only
Off-road Equipment - no

Off-road Equipment - No constructicn

Off-road Equipment - No Construction

Off-road Equipment - No construction

Off-road Equipment - no

Off-road Equipment - Ne Construction

Trips and VMT - no construction

On-road Fugitive Dust - no construction

Grading - No construction

Architectural Coating - na construction

Vehicle Trips - no commercial customers

Energy Use -

Mahbile Land Use Mitigation -

2.0 Peak Daily Emissions

Peak Daily Construction Emissions

eak Daijly C i ion i



Appendix E

CalEEMod Version: CalEEMod.2016.3.1

Page 3 of 4

Lawrence Equipment - Riverside-South Coast County, Summary Report

Date: 9/27/2017 4:03 PM

Unmitigated Mitigatad
ROG NOX co s02 l PM10 PM2.5 ROG l NOX co s02 PM10 PM2.5
Yoar Phase ib/iday
2015] Damalition 0,0000 S 0.0000 S 0.0000 $ 0.0000 8 0.0000 S 0.0000 § 0,0000 8 0.0000 § 0.0000 S 0.0000 § 0.0000 S 0,0000 S
2015]Site Preparalion 0.0000 & 0.0000 § 0,0000 5 0.0000 5 0.0000 8 0.0000 8 0.0000 8 0.0000 § 0.0000 S 0.0000 8 0.0000S 00000 &
2015] Grading 0.0000 S 0.0000 § 0.0000 S 0.0000 8 0.0000 & 0.0000 $ 0.0000 § 0.0000 S 0.0000 8 0.0000 8 0.0000 S 0.0000 §
2015] Bullding Construclion  [0,0000 § 0.0000 § 0.0000 S 0.0000 S 0.0000 § 0.0000 8 0.0000 S 0.0000 & 0.0000 8 0.0000 § 0.0000 S 0.0000 8
2016]Paving 0.0000 8 0.0000 & 0.0000 S 0.0000 § 0.0000 § 0.0000 8 0.0000 8 0.0000 § 0.0000 S 0.0000 § 0.0000 S 0.0000 8
2016]Architectural Cealing | 0.0000 S 0.0000 0.0000 § 0,0000 § 0.0000 $ 0.0000 8 0.0000 S 0.0000 § 0.0000 S 0.0000 8 0.0000 8 0.0000 §
Peak Dally Total 0.0000 § 0.0000 S 0.0000 8 0.0000 8 0.0000 § 0.0000 S 0.0000 § 0.0000 8 0.0000 8 0.0000 8 0.0000S 0.0000 §
Alr District Threshold
Excead Significance?
Peak Daily Operational Emissions
Peak Daily Operational Emissions
Unmitigated Mitigatad
ROG NOX I co | s02 | PM10 PM2.5 ROG NOX I co | s02 PM10 PM2.5
Operallonal Activity Ioiday
On-Site | Area 73931 § 8.00006-004 $[0.0845 § 1.0000e-005 S |3,1000a-004 S|3.1000e-004 §[7.3951 S 9.0000e-004 S[0.0845 5 1.00002-005 S [3,1000e-00-4 S [3.1000e-004 S
On-Sle | Energy 0.2501 § 22738 5 1,000 § 0.0136 S 0.1728 8 0.1720°S 0.2501 8 2.27/385 1.9100 8 0.0136 8 017285 0.1728 S
Qff-Site | Mabile 151278 1eew  [204758  [0.0758S 20761 W 0.6081 W 167278 H.63@ W [28.84755  [0.0758S 20701 W 0.6981 W
Peak Daily Tolal 9.2179 8 13.9100w  [2594218  [0.08948 2.2522 W 0.8712 W 921798 18.9100W 2594218  |0.0894 8 22522 W 0.8712 W
Air District Threshold 55 55 550 150 150 55
Excead Signilicanca? - no no no no no

3.0 Annual GHG Emissions




Appendix E

CalEEMod Version: CalEEMod.2016.3.1 Page 4 of 4 Date: §/27/2017 4:03 PM

Lawrence Equipment - Riverside-South Coast County, Summary Report

Annual GHG
Annual GHG
bnmifligated Miligaled
oz GH4 l N2O Cola coz CH4 NZO cO%e

GHG Adivily Yaar My
ﬁ:unamumn 2015 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000
Construction 2016 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000
Operalional 2017 2,795,583 r0727 0.0780 2,095.0137 2,795.51438 7.0727 0.0780 2,005.0137

Total

Significanca Threshold 1 U,UUG

Excaed Significance?

no




APPENDIX F

Page 67 of 67

Pipe Flow Version 5.1 (www.keingers.com)

Pipe Flow Results
10/9/17, 9:29:55 AM

Diameter: 30 in
Manning N: 0.011
Slope: 2%

Flow: 68.554 cfs
Velocity: 13.966 ft/s

Lawrence Equipment
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